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THE "ROCK" OF THE CHURCH. 

BY THE EIGHT REVEREND WM. CROSWELL DOANE, BISHOP OF 

ALBANY. 



Just why Professor Briggs lays so stupendous a foundation in 
his article " On the Real and the Ideal of the Papacy," it is 
difficult to say ; for what he builds on it is a house of cards. His 
own admissions in the latter part of the paper so absolutely 
destroy the value of his statements in the introduction as to the 
Petrine succession, that the opening assertion is quite emptied of 
all value. " It seems not essential," he says, " that the successor 
of St. Peter should be Bishop of Borne " ; and, again, " There is 
no sufficient evidence that he ever was Bishop of Bome " — which 
is a very mild statement of the fact. 

And yet, he says, " Christianity in the world is organized in one 
church under the Apostolic Ministry, culminating in the Uni- 
versal Bishop, the successor of St. Peter." How and where is he 
to be found? "The Pope, as the successor of St. Peter, is the 
executive head of the Church " ; but why is the Bishop of Rome 
the successor to St. Peter, if St. Peter never was Bishop of Rome? 
Really, the Primacy of the Bishop of Rome, in the early days of 
the Church, was due, not to any theory of Petrine descent, but to 
the commanding position of Rome in the world at that time. 

Professor Briggs says that " the Council of Jerusalem decided 
for St. Peter " ; but he did not seem to be recognized as Primate, 
because St. James presided and delivered the decree in these 
words, " Wherefore my sentence is." And the quoted statement 
of Irenasus that, " every church should agree with the church at 
Rome," describes that church, not as founded on St. Peter, but 
as founded "by the two most glorious Apostles, St. Peter and 
St. Paul." 

One is tempted to deal critically with the closing dream of this 
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paper, except that really its admissions demonstrate its dreami- 
ness. " The Papacy has absorbed into itself the authority of 
Councils and of the peoples also." " There is no obstacle to the 
movement for some form of Ecclesiastical Council except the con- 
sent of the Papacy." That is to say, this is actually impossible. 

My chief purpose, however, in this paper is to correct the 
statement that " all attempts to explain the ' Bock ' in any other 
way than as referring to St. Peter, have ignominiously failed." 

As I read this statement, my mind and my eye went back to a 
row of books ("The Library of the Fathers"), published in 
1842, in my father's library (now mine), which, as a boy and a 
student of theology, I used to study. I went to it, and took 
down from the shelf the first volume of Tertullian, and turned 
quickly to the well-remembered note which I always understood 
was by Dr. Pusey, and which certainly bears the mark of his 
wonderful mastery of learning, and I merely condense that note 
here. 

The heading, running over the six pages of the note " Q " on 
page 455, is : " Various interpretations do not exclude each other, 
but present different portions of the same truth. The same 
Fathers explain the Eock, of Christ chiefly; then of St. Peter; 
the Faith which he confessed; the Apostles: The Eock, the de- 
posit of faith, committed to and confessed by the Church Cath- 
olic." In summing up the patristic interpretations, the writer 
says: "Tertullian interprets the Eock of St. Peter's person." 
Cyprian also explains it of St. Peter personally, "as a type of 
unity, as representing the Church and speaking in her name; but 
the authority he speaks of is derived through him to all Bishops; 
so that the Church is placed on the Bishops." Gregory Nazian- 
zen and Epiphanius interpret it of him individually, "yet with 
reference to his faith"; so that Epiphanius says, "that it was 
built upon him and upon the faith which he confessed, because 
he confessed Christ the living God, and was told, 'upon the 
Rock of this solid faith I will build my Church.' " St. Augus- 
tine at first explained the Eock of St. Peter personally, and then 
very frequently of " Christ whom Simon confessed as the whole 
Church since confesses." " On myself, the Son of the living God, 
will I build my Church; on Me will I build thee, not thee on Me." 

The writer of the note refers without quotation to Theodoret, 
Chrysostom, Gregory the great, Gregory of Nyssa and six other 
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lees-known writers, as interpreting the Kock of " the faith which 
St. Peter confessed." And then he adds: "These expositions, 
however, in no way exclude each other. The words' were pro- 
nounced to St. Peter by virtue of the true faith in Christ which 
he had just confessed. He was a rock by reason of his union with 
the Eock. That faith in Christ as the Son of God was his sta- 
bility, and that of the Church afterward, and of those who at 
any time were pillars in the Church." Origen, who says, " that 
on St. Peter, as on the earth, the Church was founded," argues 
at length that "every disciple of Christ, of Whom they drank, 
who were of the spiritual Rock which followed them, is a rock, 
all imitators of Christ becoming a rock as He is a Eock." 
Hilary writes : " On this Rock of the confession of Christ as the 
Son of God is the Church built. This faith is the foundation of 
the Church." And again : " This is the one immovable founda- 
tion, this is the one blessed rock of the faith confessed by the 
mouth of Peter." Ambrose, who in one place applies the term 
simply to St. Peter, in another place explains it " of the Flesh 
which redeemed the Heaven and the whole world." " Christ is 
the Eock. To His disciple also He denied not the grace of this 
name that he also should be Peter, because, from the ' petra,' 
he hath the solidity of steadfastness, the firmness of faith." (It 
is worth while here to call attention to the fact that through all 
these quotations the distinction is made between Petra the Rock, 
and Petros, the name given to Simon: the first, Petra, being 
always spelled with a capital E, and the second, when it is trans- 
lated Rock, being spelled with a small r.) 

Again, St. Ambrose says : " Faith, then, is the foundation of 
the Church; for not of the human person of Peter, but of the 
faith, is it said that the gates of hell shall not prevail against it." 
So St. Augustine combines these same meanings. " This name, 
that he should be called Peter, was given him by the Lord, and 
that in a figure, to signify the Church. For since Christ is the 
Rock, Peter is the Christian people. For Petra is the chief name. 
Peter then is called from petra, not petra from Peter, as not 
Christ from Christian, but Christian from Christ. ' Thou, then,' 
He saith, 'art Peter, and on This Rock which thou hast con- 
fessed, on This Rock which thou hast known, saying, "Thou 
art The Christ, The Son of The Living God," I will build My 
Church.'" Jerome applies it generally, yet regards Christ as 
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really the Eoek. " This House is built on the foundation of the 
Apostles and Prophets, who, themselves also, are mountains as 
imitators of Christ" " The Eoek is Christ, Who gave to His 
Apostles to be called rocks." Cyril, of Alexandria speaks gener- 
ally of the Church being built on St. Peter, but explains himself : 
"By the Eoek, in reference to which He gives the name, He 
means, I deem, nothing else than the unshaken and most settled 
faith of the disciple, on which Faith the Church of Christ is 
founded and fixed." " He said to the blessed Peter, ' Thou art 
Peter, and on this rock I will build My Church,' meaning, I deem, 
by 'rock' immoveableness in the Faith of His disciple." Leo, 
Bishop of Borne, speaking of Peter as the chief of all the Apos- 
tles, speaks of "the Eoek of the Catholic faith, whence was de- 
rived the name which the blessed Apostle Peter received from the 
Lord." In one of his sermons he paraphrases our Lord's words : 
" I say unto thee, as My Father has manifested to thee My Di- 
vinity, so do I also make known to thee thy eminence, ' that thou 
art Peter,' i. e., whereas I am the unassailable Eoek, I the Corner- 
stone Who made both one, I the ' Foundation other than which 
can no, man lay,' yet thou also art a rock, because thou art 
strengthened by My might, so that what of right belongs alone 
to Me, by My communication should be shared by thee. On this 
strength, I will build an everlasting temple, and the height 
of My Church, which shall reach to heaven, shall rise upon the 
firmness of this Faith." 

And the writer of this note concludes with these words : " The 
Eoek, then, according to St. Leo, was the revealed Faith in the 
Eoek, the Ever-blessed Son of God, which whosoever confessed 
partook of the solidity of that Eoek, which St. Peter confessed; 
which faith St. Peter first, in the name of the other Apostles, 
confessed, and for them received the blessing, himself possessing 
it first in order and dignity; which Faith also he preached, and 
delivered it, as the title-deeds of the Church, especially to the 
Churches over which he himself presided, to Antioch as to Eome, 
yet not in any other sense to Eome than to Antioch, nor as though 
new doctrine might be added, or as though doctrine, not virtually 
contained in the Apostles' Creed, formed a part of it." 

Surely there is proof enough here that not "all attempts to 
explain the Eoek in any other way than as referring to St. Peter 
have ignominiously failed." William Ceoswbll Doane. 



